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Strike Against the Cuts! 


FOR TEN YEARS the southern Irish ruling class has been 
demanding massive cuts in public services but only in the 
past six months have they been able to put together an alli- 
ance of the two capitalist parties to push through a full aus- 
terity programme. Now, hard on the heels of Alan Dukes, 
the leadership of the trade union movement offers itself as 
the third partner in a national alliance to push through the 


-cutsassmoothly as possible. 

Although verbally critical of 
the cuts, Spring’s Labour Party 
hypocrites had already done their 
bit to salvage Irish capitalism. As 
partners in Coalition with Fine 
Gael they were the thin end of the 
wedge for the bosses’ austerity 
programme during the past four 
years, during which the union 
leaders sounded off against La- 
bour but did nothing to mobilise 
resistance. Now the Labour lead- 
ers wag their fingers at Fianna 
Fail but in practice they hide be- 
hind the collaboration of the un- 
ions. 

While tens of thousands of work- 
ers demonstrated against health cuts 
the union leaders insultingly carried 
on their talks with Haughey. When 
Haughey recognized their role as ne- 
gotiators through the Health Forum, 
they called off the protests. 


RABBITTE TAKES BAIT 

When Haughey served notice on 
established civil service workers the 
bureaucrats did not fight it but de- 
manded a redundancy package. The 
government then provided redun- 
dancy money for up to 10,000 public 
service workers and the union lead- 
ers took the bait. Pat Rabbitte on be- 
half of the ITGWU bureaucracy re- 
sponded that “the proposals consti- 
tute the kind of framework which the 
unions have been seeking as a basis 
for negotiations on rationalizationin 
the healthservices ’. 

This disgusting deal gave carte 
blanche to Fianna Fail to target a 
whole series of public sector groups 
for redundancy—over 2,000 have 
been singled out among technical 
civil servants. It made possible the 
closing down of a whole series of 
useful state services including Foras 
Forbartha. Most importantly it 
cleared the way to put the knife into 
local authority services where £50 
millions is being cut from central 
support grants and 4,000 jobs are ex- 
pected to go, with abolition or priva- 
tization of services and imposition of 
local charges. 

In six months Fianna Fail has re- 
versed the gains of decades in public 


health services for the working class 
and poor. It threatens now to do the 
same with local services and educa- 
tion. More expensive privatized 
school transport, larger classes and 
staff shortages at all levels, tempo- 
rary contracts without holiday pay or 
benefits, and cancellation of aid to 
educational projects for working 
class and disadvantaged groups— 
the list is endfess but the message is 
clear, that the working class must pay 
for the privileges of the rich and the 
profits of the banks. 

The ICTU-Haughey talks have 
been a get-out for the union leaders 
from real struggle and their outcome 
will impose a deal on workers which 
sels out the right to strike and even 
more of our conditions and wages— 
for lying promises. 

The Congress 1s reputedly holding 
out for promises of 30,000 future 
jobs— while brazenly selling out 
10,000 existing jobs in just one 
single redundancy deal! Meanwhile 
the 19% unemployed rate (250,000) 
is being fictionally reduced by emi- 
gration and the ‘Jobsearch’ harass- 
ment which forces unemployed 
people off the register. 

Behind the backs of workers the 
union leaders are offering the gov- 
ernment severe wage restraint for the 
next three years! They must be 
stopped now in their tracks. 

M Every outstanding wage claim 
must be brought forward immedi- 
ately, in RTE, CIE etc. with strike ac- 
tion to back it alongside the Sugar 
Co. strikers who have givena lead. 
Mi The union leaders must be forced 
out of the Health Forum and to back 
all direct action against health cuts. 
Mi The entire deal for 10,000 public 
sector redundancies must be abso- 
lutely rejected and the union leaders 
forced to fight it. 

Wi In each sector, health, education, 
local authority services and other ar- 
eas of cuts, workers must organise 
immediately for industrial action 
against them, in defiance of union 
leaders where necessary! 

While always fighting for official 
backing for all action, the rank and 
file must not wait on union bosses 
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who have clearly shown that they 
hold themselves responsible to Irish 
capitalism and not to the working 
class. 

M@ Activists must fight for an urgent 


national conference of accountable 


delegates and shop stewards to ham- 
mer out in each sector an action pro- 


gramme to defeat the cuts— includ-: 


ing resistance to every detail of the 
cuts and their implementation, but 
most importantly fighting for co-or- 
dinated national strike action to force 
the Government to back down. 

Mi Trades councils must be won ur- 
gently to organise mass demonstra- 
tions and co-ordinated campaigns in 
every town, mobilising the commu- 


nities and unemployed alongside | 


workers against the cuts. 


“General strikes” which are lim- | 


ited in advance to only one day are 
merely a token gesture which the 
Government knows in advance thatit 
can weather. However limited or 


‘patchy the resistance may be at first, 


we fight to convince militants that 
All-out indefinite strike action is the 


aim that the movement must setitself | 


if it is to succeed in reversing the 
cuts. Workers’ action can win! 


ll As for the parties claiming to act 


in Our name, put them to the test! De- 
mand of Labour and the Workers’ 
Party that they use the Dail to call out 
strike action against the cuts now! 
Demand that they openly call for and 
build a fighting movement of real ac- 
tion toreverse allcuts! 

No holding back for the official 
leaders! 

It is urgent that a national fight- 


ing alliance of public sector mili- | 


tants be built to lead the fight on this 
basis. Build a fighting public sector 
rank and file alliance now against 
the cuts! re 
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Students 
IGHT THE CUTS! 


Haughey and the government 
have imposed an extra £80 million 
in education cuts this year. The 
minister of education has prom- 
ised even more severe cuts next 
year. This year’s cuts already 
mean an estimated 2,500 job losses 
the raising of the 


terioration in the student-teacher 
ratio. 

Third level education has not es- 
caped cuts. The state postgraduate 
pranthas been abolished for all incom- 
ing students, leaving four hundred 
new students with no grant this year. 
The whole arts sector is being 
squeezed by equalising arts and sci- 
ence fees. Teaching posts are not being 
filled. Non-permanent staff are being 
dismissed. Teaching standards, li- 
braries, catering, medical and accom- 
modation services will all suffer. 

Haughey says he needs to cut spend- 
ing to balance the books. However, the 
amounts of the cuts are less than his 
own wealthy backers should be paying 
in tax but do not. For example, the 
Sunday Tribune, which has advocated 
such cuts for years, admits.that equal 
taxation of large farmers alone would 
bring in £150 million. What’s more, 
while he cuts education Haughey is 
also recruiting extra soldiers to prop 
up Thatcher’s border in the North, ata 
total cost of over £100 million. 

These cuts must be stopped. Not just 
the cuts in third level education, but all 
the cuts in education, in health and so- 
cial services. The only way to do that is 
to force Haughey to cancel them by 
mass militant action by students, 
workers and all those affected. 

US] leaders have proposed a plan of 
action. Details are not available as we 
go to press, but all elements of the plan 
which mobilise students should be 


taken up and fought for. At the same 


time we must be on our guard against 
the token gestures of recent years. The 
key thing is to take the issues to the 
mass of students. 

Students must be leafletted immedi- 
ately. Classes should be addressed by 
class representatives and student un- 
ion officers explaining the issues. Fre- 
quent general assemblies must be held 
to discuss the USI plan, toagree on how 
to fight the cuts and to guide the action 
from week to week. 

Within the colleges academic and 
non-academic staff are also being hit 
by the cuts. Action committees should 
be built by students and staff on every 
campus. We must link up with local 
teachers, union branches, trades coun- 
cils, health workers and other unions 
in a collective fist of action. Secondary 
school students in surrounding areas 
should also be mobilised. 

Local and national demonstrations, 
occupations, boycotts of inadequate 
services and student strike action all 
have a role fo play. While we support 
any such action which mobilises stu- 
dents, we also argue that it is necessary 
to recognise the determination with 
which these cuts are being enforced. 
For that reason we recognise that there 
will be no local respite for individual 
colleges. Only co-ordinated national 
action which forces the government to 
roll back its whole programme of cuts 
will work. Soin the course of whatever 
actions are agreed it will be necessary 
for clear-minded and militant students 
to argue for indefinite strike action by 
students as the only action goal whose 
achievement can open the road to vic- 
tory. 

¢ For Mass STuDENT ACTION! 

* RESTORE ALL Cuts! 

* AGAINST ALL FEE INCREASES! 
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EDITORIAL 


Why this P 


Why another paper on the Irish Left? Because a fighting 
paper for socialism is desperately needed in the Irish working 
class movement! 


The reformists of Labour and the Workers Party do not even attempt 







to meet this need. The politics of these parties amounts to no more than 
rhetorical opposition to the ruling class in parliament and local coun- | 


cils, keeping strictly within the parliamentary rules of capitalism. They 
see no role for a fighting paper because they do not believe that 


socialism must be achieved by the working class itself mobilised in 


| struggle outside as well as inside parliament. 

The biggest-selling radical political weekly in these islands is produced by 
the republicans , but on the key questions of the class struggle APRN has 
nothing but shallow clichés to offer, no in-depth understanding of the realities 
| of imperialist capitalism, and above all no coherent or concrete guidance on 
| how the working class must organise and respond to the systematic attacks by 
state, employers and church hierarchies. Though opposed to imperialism, it is 
neither a socialist nor a working class paper. 

The IWG is therefore taking the first steps now to bring into existence that 
fighting paper of revolutionary socialism which is so desperately needed in the 
class struggle. 

But what is this class struggle?” Lenin posed this question in an article on 


the socialist press at a time when the Russian Social Democratic and Labour © 


Party. was just beginning, just 18 years before its revolutionary wing was to | 


lead the Russian workers to power: 
“When the workers of a single factory or of a single branch of industry 
engage in struggle against their employer or employers, is this class 
struggle? No, this is only a weak embryo of it. The struggle of the workers 
becomes a class struggle only when all the foremost representatives of the 


entire working class of the whole country are conscious of themselves as” 


a single working class and launch a struggle that is directed, not against | 


individual employers, but against the ENTIRE CLASS of capitalists and 
against the government that supports that class.” 

“Tt is the task of the Social-Democrats, [the Marxist party] , by organising 
the workers, by conducting propaganda and agitation among them, to 
TURN their spontaneous struggle against their oppressors into the struggle 
of the whole class, into the struggle of a definite political party for definite 
political and socialist ideals” (Lenin’s Collected Works 4, p.215) 


OUR AIM 


Fighting to win workers to understand and struggle for this definite political | 


and socialist goal — that is the central purpose of the [WG in launching a paper. 
But not only addressed to the workers! And not simply for an end to capitalist 


exploitation in the workplace! We address our paper also to women fighting — 


for their liberation, republicans genuinely fighting imperialism, and all who 
struggle against oppression including lesbians and gays. We address our paper 
also to students and intellectuals who are prepared tdStand openly on the side 
of the working class for socialism. 

Workers organised asa class for socialist revolution are the only social force 
that can give an effective lead to other oppressed masses in rescuing humanity 
from barbarism, and even from extinction by future war. For the working 


class, which must prepare to carry out this historic task, no important question | 


is too complex to be analysed and addressed. 
“These are stormy times; the masses are restless; the most intelligent 
workers are seeking above all to understand what is going on. They will 
not be satisfied with the mere repetition of the current slogans. They must 
be given a complete answer. A dozen or a hundred workers of this calibre 
won to our general ideas can lead tens of thousands of rank-and-file 
workers to our movement” (Trotsky, Writings 1937-8, p.156). 
In Class Struggle the IWG will not shirk this task. In-depth answers to 
complex questions are vitally necessary for militant socialist workers. 
Nor will this paper shirk polemic and debate with other tendencies from 
- whom we are divided by important questions of method and programme. Not 


for one moment will we pretend as they usually do that ours is the only group | 
claiming to stand for socialist revolution as a real alternative to reformism, 


republicanism and stalinism. 

|  Class-conscious workers know there are many groups and divisions on the 
left. They rightly believe there should be unity. For this reason the [WG will 
continue in Class Struggle its practice of open polemic and debate on the key 
questions that divide the left. Only on this basis can rival programmes be 
honestly compared and a tried and tested programme, strategy and tactics be 
hammered. WIthout such political agreement gained in struggle, there can be 
no building of a party to lead the struggle to success. 


Step by step the [WG aims to develop this paper so that it becomes not only | 
a paper for the working class and all who struggle against oppression, but a 


paper of the working class, seen as their paper, more and more dealing with the 
diversity of their living struggles and more and more giving direct leadership 
and unity to these battles. That is to say, to make it the fighting paper of a 
growing party of the workers for socialist revolution in Ireland and interna- 
tionally. 

You the reader will play a vital role in this development. 

« Discuss the paper with your co-workers. Write us your opinions of the 
paper or any article. Space permitting, we will publish letters making or 
replying to points at issue in the class struggle. 

¢ Write to us privately as well giving us information on any issues or 

struggles that we might not otherwise know of! Keep the paper well informed. 

No-one can rely on the class view and selectivity of the capitalist controlled 
media. 

| © money is desperately needed to keep the price down.and to add to the 


frequency and number of pages. As itis the price of each paper sold is less than | 


what it cost to produce it. Help us build its circulation — write for a regular 
| number of copies to sell if you agree with our aim. Take out a subscription. 
Send us a donation to our paper fund! e 


Published by the Irish Workers Group 





ly through a po- 


litical struggle 
hich began 
more than a decade ago 
has the [WG arrived at 





| this new stage of produc- 


ing a fighting paper. 
That struggle began inside 


B® the Socialist Workers Move- 


ment in 1975, from which the 
founders of the IWG were 
expelled. The issues at stake 
between the IWG and the 
SWM then remain at the heart 
of the problems now facing 
any group committed to 
building a revolutionary so- 
cialist party in Ireland. 

The SWM had been built 
among left wing activists who 
split from the Labour Party in 


disillusion in 1971. They 


were won to the politics of the 
International Socialists, an 


ex-Trotskyist current which 


had grown strongly in 
Britain.This economistic cur- 
rent had a sectarian attitude to 
Labour parties and a belief 
that spontaneous economic 
struggles of workers would of 
themselves lead to socialist 
revolution. This reduced the 
party to a role of trailing be- 
hind workers’ struggles. 

They were generally op- 
posed to British rule in the Six 
Counties but had failed to 
oppose the sending in of 
troops in 1969!. 

In relation to the world situ- 
ation they argued, conven- 
iently, that the USSR did not 
have to be defended in any 
way among workers because 


| this, the first Workers’ State 
had supposedly become anew 


form of capitalism. This “the- 
ory’ had emerged in response 
to the pressure on the working 
class of Cold War anti-com- 
munism in the west. It was 


| justsuch political adaptations 
tg alien pressures, among 


socialists who still believed in 
revolution, that placed them, 
in Trotsky’s words, ‘in the 
middle of the road’, as cen- 
trists wavering between re- 
form and revolution. 

Taking up these ideas the 
SWM in Ireland developed a 
strong commitment to the 
rank and file wage struggles 
of workers. They argued in 


| relation to the north that the 


working class would ulti- 
mately solve the national 
question by ending capital- 
ism. 








CHEERLEADING _ 








But events soon proved the 
SWM’s practical politics to 
be very threadbare indeed. 
The sharp new recession from 
1973 onwards, with mass re- 
dundancies, inflation raging 
at 25% and the establishment 
of no-strike national wage 


| agreements, made it increas- 


ingly useless to simply cheer- 


| lead the wage struggles of 
| strong trade union sections. 


Tactics for the class as a 
whole needed to be fought for 
which would link economic 
struggles to the political 


_ struggle for workers’ power 


in society, but SWM rejected 
this, the very method which 
has been fundamental to Len- 
inism and Trotskyism in this 
century. 

Nor did SWM recognize 
the concrete importance of 
the national struggle for the 
working class as a whole. The 
stalemate in the north after 
1972 and the deepening reac- 
tion throughout the country 
posed the need for worked- 
out united front tactics among 
socialists and workers to- 


| wards the parties that domi- 


nated nationalist workers. 
In the same period a 


i 
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women’s movement began to 
demand the nght to contra- 
ception and sexual independ- 
ence. SWM left these ques- 
tions to the cross-class femi- 
nist alliance, preferring to 
deal with the “class issues” of 
economic struggles.(When 
they did later get involved it 
was without a coherent strat- 
egy or tactics to link the issue 
to the class struggle.) 


~ PORTUGAL 


The 1974 revolution in 
Portugal raised serious ques- 
tions in the SWM about inter- 
nationalism. They declared 
themselves opposed to at- 
tempts to build a new World 
Party of Socialist Revolution 
until after mass national par- 
ties had first been built in sev- 
eral countries. In this they 
were diametrically opposed 


come 


to both Trotsky and Lenin’s 
internationalist method. 

Those in the SWM who 
later formed the IWG were 
expelled in 1975 for system- 
atically raising these criti- 
cisms internally. What was at 
stake was how workers’ 
struggles around immediate 
issues are to be connected to 
the fight for political power; 
what concrete tactics socialist 
must use to actually bring the 
working class to the lead of 
the national struggle; how 
women’s liberation is to be 
fought for; and how socialists 
must combine the building of 
an International with the 
building of revolutionary so- 
cialist mass parties in each 
country. 

The political struggle 
against the kind of centrist 
politics seen in the SWM was 
continued and broadened 
with the launching of the [WG 
theoretical journal Class 
Struggle in 1977. Twenty 
issues were published over 
the next decade, but this was 
only one aspect of our work in 
Ireland and internationally. 





The cost of producing Class 
Struggle is much more than 
will be recouped from the 
sale price is subsidised by 
the [WG and its supporters. 
To help carry these costs 
and to gradually extend the 
range of the paper, we ask 
your help by making a do- 
nation to our fighting fund. 
If you are taking out a postal 
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among shop stewards and 
anti-repression groups in that 
period and played amajor role 
in pushing to the left the new 
Socialist Labour Party. The 
IWG was expelled from the 
SLP for pressing the issues of 
support for the H-Block pris- 
oners and for refusing to hide 
the support for abortion rights 
which the SLP conference 
had adopted democratically 
in 1978 thanks to IWG’s 
struggle in it. 

The IWG continued open 
political work in the H-Block 
campaign and in many lesser 
but important struggles wher- 
ever our small resources 
could be deployed to inter- 
vene with our politics among 
workers, women, anti-impe- 
nalists and students. 

A major emphasis was put 
upon analysis and critique of 





from 


existing ideas, theories and 
traditions in the Irish working 
class and revolutionary na- 
tionalist movements. This 
resulted in the series of 8 in- 
depth features on the Con- 
nolly tradition published in 
Class Struggle Nos. 13 to 20. 

Through that long and slow 
period of development the 
IWG has succeeded in staking 
out the political basis, for ad- 
dressing the tasks facing so- 
cialists in Ireland. 


__ FIGHTING PARTY 


It was a struggle which put 
first the key questions of pro- 
gramme as the precondition 
for beginning to build the 
fighting party of socialist 
revolution so desperately 
needed by the working class 
and oppressed today. 

It would have been easier 
but in the long run worthless 
to have mimicked the recruit- 
ment opportunism of the “far 
left” groups such as SWM and 
Militant Tendency, Peoples 
Democracy and League for a 
Workers Republic whose 


subscription you can add | 
in a few pounds extra as a 
donation, or send us a 
donation separately. 
Please make all cheques 
payable only to Class 
Struggle and send them to 
Class Struggle 

c/o 12 Langrishe Place 
Dublin 1, 

Ireland. 


The IWG was active 












methods have ultimately 


meant political decay for | 


them rather than program- | 
matic advance. Despite the 
scores of new members won | 


by Militant and SWM, they 


have lost as many again, like | 


revolving doors, but have 
registered no real advance in 
their politics towards a genu- 
ine revolutionary Marxist al- 


ternative to Labourism, Stal-_ 


inism or Irish Republicanism. 

The IWG has consciously 
carried out its work from the 
very Start in international col- 
laboration with Workers 
Power in Britain in the knowl- 
edge that only an attempt to 
develop our politics in this 
way could overcome the po- 
litical distortions of separate 


national groups. For us the | 


building of anew Leninist and 
Trotskyist International in the 
present period has always 
been a goal of our struggle. 


NEW INTERNATIONAL — 


Towards this end, we have | 


now linked together several 
groups across the continent, 


with sympathizers in two | 


other continents, into a new 
Leninist and _ Trotskyist 
grouping — the Movement for 


a Revolutionary Communist 


International. \tis but the first 
step along aroad on which we 


fight to regroup in a new In- | 


ternational the tens of thou- 
sands of revolutionaries inter- 


nationally who, though politi- | 


cally organised are trapped in 
the confusions of centrist 
politics. 


It has been in this interna- | 
tional framework that many © 


of the major gains of our po- 
litical programme have been 
worked out and fought for. 


These include major state- | 


ments on the Stalinist states, 


post-war Trotskyism, the re- | 
formist parties, Poland, South | 


Africa, Gorbachev, Elec- 
tions, united fronts etc. (See 
box for ordering details). 


Together these form a 
powerful armoury for our in- | 


ternational movement. They 


are a firm foundation for tak- | 


ing the next steps in building 


the nucleus of a new Interna- | 
tional and simultaneously 


building its sections in each 
country and in Ireland. 
This we fight to do by re- 


cruiting to our politics from | 


among the most advanced 
militants, among trade union- 
ists and unemployed, women 
activists, youth, 
against imperialism, and 


fighters against lesbian and | 


gay oppression. 
The [WG argues for joint 
action on concrete issues, 


among activists of all political | 


tendencies who are prepared 


to struggle together with us. 
We simultaneously fight for | 


the most open, frank and 
democratic debate on the po- 
litical issues that divide the 
left and which are the key to 
revolutionary regroupment in 
the period ahead. 

On this open and honest 


basis we appeal to all who > 


sympathize with our objec- 
tives to contact us, discuss 
with us, work with us, and if 


persuaded by our politics join 
us . Take up the fight to build | 
apartythatcanleadtosuccess | 
the struggles of workers and | 
the oppressed against capital- | 


ism and imperialism, against 
all kinds of oppression — na- 
tional, sexual, racial — and 


against the stalinist bureauc- | 


racy which oppresses the 
workers of the so-called com- 
munist countries where capi- 
talism has been abolished but 
where workers’ democracy is 
denied. i 


fighters | 





Mi In scores of mass protests 
and in two national stoppages 
| health workers left no doubt 
about their willingness to fight 
the cuts. Hatred for O’Hanlon 
has been intense. Waterford 
| workers’ forced him to get 
police protection and in the 
Coombe nurses made him 
abandon his speech. But their 
resistance stands in clear con- 
trast to the rush for surrender 
at the negotiating table by 
trade union officials. 
| Mi The stoppage of May 21st got 
_ massive support in every city and 
town, but instead of giving a lead to 
this by breaking off talks with Fianna 
F4il and calling an all-out indefinite 
strike in Health, the union leaders 
| rowed in to obstruct any effective 
| national action. It was absolutely 
clear that local acts of resistance 
could not stop the cuts — only central- 
ised national action forceful enough 
| to make the government back down. 
That is why the [WG leafleted the 
demonstrations calling for all-out in- 
definite strike action in the health 
services to restore all cuts! 
| Mi Even before the May stoppage 
| the Local Government & Public 
Service Union leaders forced their 
conference to reverse its motion to 
black the collection of the £10 daily 
| charge on patients. They gutted the 
motion by another ruling to delay the 
collection until procedures were 
| negotiated with the Union. LGPSU 


Health | 





am 


Derailed o—_ 


leader Phil Flynn, a prominent Sinn 
Fein “socialist”, compounded this 
treachery by insisting on the right of 
©’Hanlon and Haughey to address 
the conference. 
wa Early in the struggle the union 
leaders formed an Alliance of Health 
ServiceUnions (AHSVU) — a national 
committee of bureaucrats — to con- 
tain the resistance, while using token 
protests by workers as a negotiating 
lever. Pat Rabbitte, Secretary of the 
AHSU and leading Workers Party 
politician, put the AHSU perspec- 
tive best: 
“We made it very clear to the 
Minister that we would prefer to 
use existing negotiating machin- 
ery. And we stressed the role of the 
’ AHSU as a positive and restrain- 
ing force...” (Irish Times, 27/5/87) 
The ITGWU Conference which 
took place in the last week of May 
should have been the means to open 
the road to an indefinite strike of 
health workers. But John Carroll & 
Co made sure that this was not to be. 
Carroll marshalled the whole of the 
Union’s bureaucracy against de- 


mands to end the talks with Fianna 

Fail. Instead they decided to set up a 

task force to devise a strategy of 

“opposition” to cuts, whose powers 

he defined as follows: 

mC“ may well be that the force 
will recommend that we should 
organise demonstrations in par- 
ticular towns and that we would 
call on all members of the union 
and of other unions to stop work for 
an hour or a day or whatever” 
(Trish Times, 29/6/87) 

His whole purpose was to pre- 

serve a role for the bureaucrats at the 
negotiating table while allowing for 
no more than token protests by 
workers. Nothing has been heard 
from the “task force” since! 
Wi It was clear by the end of May 
that the union leaders wanted to call 
off all protests because of their 
growing intensity, but spontaneous 
protests continued. A week-long 
national strike of Junior Doctors 
took place in mid-June but the union 
leaders cynically stood idly by 
throughout this strikeand left it iso- 
lated. 
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mi =6Then the Irish Nurses Organisa- 
tion empowered their executive to 
call an indefinite national strike. 
This 2 to 1 vote showed a high level 
of militancy among nurses. How- 
ever, the INO bureaucracy have sat 
on their hands ever since, preferring 
negotiation while their members 
suffered savage attacks. 

my These expressions of militancy 
convinced the bureaucrats that it was 
necessary to let off more steam so as 
to safely end the protests before the 
Congress of the ICTU. The 25th of 
June half-day stoppage was their 
safety valve. 

Mi Nevertheless, an impressive 
35,000 workers joined in the stop- 
page, and for the first time masses of 
other workers were out, Postal, 
Transport, Telecom and power 
workers in large battalions. The 
support for the stoppage therefore 
posed the issue, once again, of taking 
the road of all-out indefinite strike in 
the health services to restore the 
cuts. 

Mm Only the [WG called for this to 
be the action goal of the struggle. 
Nothing less could give a direction 
to the movement that could lead to 
victory. Instead the union leaders 
squandered this mass anger against 
the cuts, simply using it to make the 


Government set up a Health Forum 
with the unions and Health Manag- 
ers. Their admitted aim was to col- 
laborate in negotiating the cuts into 
effect, and so the mass protests were 
officially ended. : 
Mi The ICTU Congress in the first 
week of July left no doubt about the 
traitorous attitude of its leaders to 
fighting the cuts. Firstly they rallied 
to defeat a TASS motion to end talks 
with Fianna Fail. Secondly a pro- 
posal from Pat Neal, a Clonmel 
Trades Council delegate, for Con- 
gress to call massive industrial ac- 
tion against the cuts was mercilessly 
hounded by the bureaucracy. 

Wi The bureaucracy has derailed the 
firstround of opposition to the health 
cuts. But this does not mean health 
workers are defeated. The continued 
ferocity of the attack on public 
health services will bring new resis- 
tance, as in education and local 
services. Health workers’ action 
must be re-mobilised, alongside 
resistance in other areas, but if this 
resistance is not to suffer the fate of 
the health protests two lessons need 
to be learned. 

@ Firstly no trust must be placed in 
the unions leaders. It is necessary to 
fight hard to force them to act and to 
make all rank and file action official. 
At the same time rank and file public 
sector workers must link up across 
the unions and initiate their own 
actions whether or not the union 
leaders make it official. 














UNION BOSSES’ STRATEGY 


| The action of the union 

leaders in bargaining with 
Haughey while he savages 
the public services is not 
only “disgraceful” — as it 
_ was described openly by one 
dissenting delegate at the 
ICTU conference — it is 
treacherous and insidious 
and no simple thing to fight 
against. Trade union activ- 
ists and socialists need to 
understand the outlook and 
thinking of the trade union 
leaders if we are to do battle 
effectively against their 
methods of class collabora- 
fion. 

The present scramble for a 
national ‘deal’ between the un- 
| ions and Haughey goes back to 
| the ICTU conference in July 
1986 for “a return to centralised 
pay bargaining in the format of 
| an Annual National Understand- 
ing for Economic and Social 
Development as a method of 
ensuring @ trade union input into 
national planning to end unem- 
ployment and achieve amore just 
| distribution of the nation’s 
wealth” . This was beefed up at a 
Conference of ICTU in Dec. *86 
and in the subsequent ‘Pre- 
budget submission’. But what 
| did they mean by a ‘National 
| Understanding’? 
| From 1973-77, during the Fine 

Gael-Labour Coalition, ‘“Na- 
tional Wage Agreements’ were 
worked out in secret bargaining 

between union leaders and em- 
| ployers. These were successfully 
| sold to the membership by ballot- 
| ing without any debate on alter- 
natives. This allowed the union 
leaders to take the initiative away 
the rank and file whose strike 
action had dominated the sixties. 
Unelected union officials left the 
rank and file with almost no ini- 
| tiative. 

As the recession deepened the 
bosses enlisted the union leaders 
in pushing for even more ‘wage 
restraint’. After the last of these 
agreements in 1978 the ICTU 
| special conference in November 
"78 rejected further national 


wage talks but offered no alterna- 
tive leadership. The union lead- 
ers defied the conference and 
secretly talked with Fianna Fail. 
They manoeuvred a new ICTU 
conference in Feb. *79 into offi- 
cial talks. 


od 
: National Understandings 
he result was the so-called 


‘National Understanding’ which 
offered, as a trade-off for more 
wage restraint, the promise of 
more jobs and improvements in a 
number of other spheres such as 
health eligibility and the pupil- 
teacher ratio. The effect was a 
new wage cut and increased un- 
employment and the promised 
improvements were brazenly 
reneged on! 

The union leaders themselves 
had to admit to the fraudulent 
nature of the deal, yet they 
pushed for another National 
Understanding to begin in Sept. 
1980. On this occasion Haughey 
clinched the deal by appearing to 
persuade the employers to im- 
prove the wage element of the 
deal. But when the employers 
later reneged on the inflation 
clause the unions surrendered! 

Thus the whole meaning of 
‘National Understandings’ was 
real wage cuts in exchange for 
fraudulent promises from gov- 
ernment on ‘non-wage benefits’. 
And the union leaders know it. 
But if these deals were a fraud in 
the years 1978-80 when public 
spending was being expanded on 
the basis of foreign borrowing, it 
is doubly certain that government 
cutbacks in 1987 would make 
twice as impossible any ‘conces- 
sions’ whatever to the working 
elass m a ‘National Understand- 
ing’ in 1987. The union leaders 
know this too. 

Their secure and well-paid 
role as union officials, and their 
prestige as public figures com- 
mitted to ‘orderly industrial rela- 
tions’ compels trade union offi- 
cialdom to seek the maximum 
degree possible of collaboration 
with the capitalist state at all 
times. They are banking on it that 
workers are too demoralised and 





disorganized to mount the kind of 
organised resistance that could 
force them to break off their talks 
with Haughey. 

In this they must be proved 
wrong by a fight to mobilise the 
rank and file against their col- 
laboration. But, as we have seen, 
however, in the campaign against 
health cuts during the summer, as 
before in the tax protests, the 


— 


control and then defuse every 
sign of spontaneous direct action 
against the capitalist offensive. 

Yet many of them believe in 
their own role! They believe that 
theirs is the better way to meet the 
aspirations of workers for a de- 
cent life! But in a time of sharp 
offensive by capitalism against 
workers their whole outlook and 
strategy is openly revealed to be 
disastrous for the working class. 
Instead of rallying the unions as a 
force for the defence of our class, 
they turn the trade union move- 
ment into a bulwark for the state 
and the bosses against us. 

What they in fact argue as their 
programme for ‘the economy’, 
contains some correct demands 
but which can only be won by the 
mobilised action of the class as a 
whole, not by “advice” to the 
government, such as steeply pro- 
gressive taxes on wealth, big 
farmers, capital and profession- 
als. But all these positive ele- 
ments are presented by them as 


union leaders are determined to 
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part of an overall view which 
accepts the fundamental logic of 
capitalism as a system and thus 
ends up capitulating to the de- 
mands of the capitalist ruling 
class in every major showdown. 
In such conditions only the most 
determined and forceful action 
can even begin to defend the 
workers’ past gains, and it can 
only do this with a leadership 
consciously determined that 





workers shall in no way be made 
responsible for the crisis of capt- 
talism. 

Yet in its own words... “The 
ICTU has always recommended 
to Unions that they should pursue 
a responsible pay policy” (Ex- 
ecutive Report 1986-7 p205) — 
the meaning of which is crystal 
clear from repeated assurances 
by union leaders to the bosses that 
the unions are prepared to bear 
‘their fair share’ of the ‘neces- 
Sary’ austerity. 

ROTTEN CONSENSUS 


Haughey, Dukes, O’Malley 
and the capitalist media all justify 
the present savage onslaught on 
public sector jobs and services on 
a basis that could be copied 
straight out of the ICTU’s own 
statements. The ICTU pre- 
budget document argues — “The 
objective in the Budget in rela- 
tion to the public finances should 
be to move over time towards 
stabilising the National Debti 


GNP ratio, in particular by in- 
creasing the rate of growth in 
GNP” (ICTU Pre-Budget Sub- 
mission). 

Such statements reveal how 
fully the trade union leadership in 
general operates within a com- 
mon consensus with the capitalist 
ruling class on basic objectives. 
Of course, they are compelled by 
their role as trade unionleaders to 
argue for reforms and alternative 
methods of running the economy 
which might benefit workers, but 
their outlook has no idea of 
challenging the capitalist nature 
of the state itself and its govern- 
ment and institutions. Therefore, 
they are compelled to argue their 
programme of demands and re- 
forms as so much advice to the 
Irish ruling class on how better to 
run their system! 

The ICTU statements reveal at 
best a hopelessly naive belief that 
the state and government are 
neutral between capital and la- 
bour and only need to be per- 
suaded to to preserve wages and 
public services rather than cut 
them! In a crisis of profitability 
for capitalism the deepest need of 
the bosses is precisely to reduce 
wages and public spending. 
Every resource of the state and 
media are pressed into service to 
enforce these cuts so as to boost 
capitalist profit rates. 

The ICTU’s notion that more 
demand for goods due to higher 
wages can bring capitalism out of 
its crisis completely fails to un- 
derstand the nature of the crisis 
within capitalism. It is a favourite 
argument of reformists who ref- 
use absolutely to face the need to 
fight for the overthrow of capital- 
ism as a system. 

The revolutionary Marxist 
tradition in the working class 
internationally has by contrast 
developed a scientific under- 
standing of capitalism which 
demonstrates that workers are in 
no way whatever responsible for 
the recession, unemployment or 
inflation, These are the product 
of capitalism itself as a system. 
Indeed the very success of capi- 
talism in any period accelerates 





the onset of savage crises in 
which workers’ gains are | 
snatched back! 

The ICTU’s verbal protests 
have all been prefaced with sick- 
ening assurances that the union | 
leadership “accepts the need for | 
spending curbs”. Their protests 
against cuts, they repeat, are only 
against “the manner of their in- 
troduction”. 

But the very acceptance of any 
cuts at all in overall spending on 
useful and necessary public serv- 
ices is acrime against the work- 
ing class and the poor, the ill, the 
aged and the whole of the next 
generation. This is indeed “re- 
sponsibility” not to the workers 
but to the capitalist system car- 
ried to the point of cowardly sur- | 
render. For, ifthereis adebtcrisis | 
for the state, its sole cause is in- | 
herent in the capitalist system | 
itself. The working class has no | 
part whatever in the responsibil- | 
ity for it. Its historic responsibil- 
ity is in fact to replace the capi- | 
talist system itself. 

The shameful strategy of the 
trade union leaders is to smooth 
the path for the ruling class in 
making the working class pay the | 
price of a capitalist recovery— 
notin jobs and conditions, only in 
profit rates. They make only one 
condition — that they as union 
leaders should be preserve their | 
own cosy role as negotiators in 
the whole process. It is a disas- | 
trous strategy. 

But even the most savage cuts 
will not guarantee a ‘recovery’, 
however shallow. The problems 
facing capitalism are worldwide 
in scale and are rooted in a long 
period ‘Of accumulating contra- 
dictions. On a world scale the 
period ahead is one of repeated 
convulsions within capitalism, | 
making systematic economic 
expansion impossible without | 
historic defeats for the working 
class everywhere. But without 
that world economic growth, 
none of the promises of Irish | 
capitalism for better times ahead | 
are worth a damn. 

The struggle against the cuts 
must also be a fight against all 
collaboration between trade un- 
ions and the bosses’ state. Only 
an independent working class 
action programme can turn the 


tide. 
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SOVIETS & THE MARXIST 
PROGRAMM 


“From morning 
tonight workers, 
youth, soldiers, 
came with various 
problems. 

None wentaway 
without 
ananswer.” 





THE OCTOBER revolution 
in Russia was carried through 
by the Bolshevik Party under 
theslogan ‘All Power tothe So- 
viets’. In the course of the 
1905, and more precisely in 
the 1917 revolutions, Lenin, 
Trotsky and the Bolsheviks 
had come to understand the 
historic significance of the 
soviet form of organisation. 


Thesoviet,acouncilrepresenting all 
of the exploited and oppressed groups, 
basing itself on the principle of direct 
elections, recallability and the aboli- 
tion of bureaucratic privilege, was 
rightly seen by the Bolsheviks as the 
best possible organisational expres- 
sion of the power of the proletariat and 
its allies. It was the best possible basis 
for the dictatorship of the proletariat — 

the soviet state. 

In 1938 Trotsky wrote in the Transt- 
tional Programme that: 

‘The slogan of soviets, therefore, 

crowns the programme of tran- 
sitional demands.’ 

He explained that in the struggle for 
power soviets were the means for unit- 
ing all of the forces struggling against 
Capitalism. 

n Lenin’s and Trotsky’s view there 
was no substitute for soviets as 
organs of working class power. 

What led them to this view was their 

grasp of the actual nature of the soviets 

themselves. 

_ The soviet form of organisation — 
directly elected councils — arises at 
the point where the day today struggles 
of the masses take place in the context 

| ofarevolutionary crisis. Soviets are an 
extraordinary form of organisation to 
deal with the extraordinary problems 
posed by a revolutionary situation. 

| Precisely becauseofthis, they aremore 

immediately sensitive and responsive 

to the needs and wishes of the masses 
than the established, often bu- 
reaucratic, forms of organisation. 

They arerepresentative of workers and 

their allies in struggle. A participant in 

the local (Rajon) soviet in Vyborg in 

1917 givesa flavour of this truly repre- 

sentative characteristic of the soviet 

form: 

‘,.. the masses of the Rajon (Vyborg) 
brought all their needs and expecta- 
tions to the soviet; for them it was the 
meaningful and accessible organ of 
power. Frommorning to night work- 
ers, youth, soldiers, came with vari- 
ous problems. None went away with- 
out an answer. 

Compare this proximity of the soviet 
tothe rank and file with thedistance the 
TUC bureaucrats place between them- 
selvesand their nine millionmembers! 

By virtue of representing the masses 
in struggle the soviet develops another 
characteristic. It is uniquely suited to 
serve as an instrument for revolution- 
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ary struggle. Because it is truly repre- 
sentative of these masses it can, all the 
moreeasily and effectively callthem to 
arms. 

In 1905 and 1917 the Petrograd 
Soviet was able to mobilise tens of 
thousands across industries in strike 
action to secure the eight-hour day. Its 
job was to co-ordinate and direct the 
struggle of those to whom it was ac- 
countable. Of the 1905 Sovietin Petro- 
grad, Trotsky commented that it re- 
sembleda ‘council of war, more thana 
parliament . 


“TROTSKY 


This very feature was what made 
Trotsky optimistic in 1917 that the so- 
viets were susceptible to Bolshevik 
influence. The test of action could not 
beeasily delayed by acumbersome bu- 
reaucratic machine. Every passing 
hour posed anew problem for the sovi- 
ets to resolve in practice. The pro- 
gramme of revolutionary action can, 
quickly and often dramatically, reveal 
its superiority to the masses. The pro- 
gramme of delay and compromise — 
of reformism —1s not protected by the 
million-and-one delaying mecha- 
nisms of the parliamentary talking 
shop. Trotsky noted: 

‘Of all theforms of revolutionary rep- 
resentation, the sovietisthemostflex- 
ible, immediate and transparent. But 
it is still only a form. It cannot give 
more than the masses are capable of 
putting into it at a given moment. Be- 
yond that it can only assist the masses 
in understanding the mistakes they 
have made and correcting them. In 
this function of the soviets lay one of 
the most important guarantees of the 
development of the revolution.’ 








The third vital element of the soviet 
form that led Lenin and Trotsky to 
value it so highly for the purposes of 
revolution, was that it was an embry- 
onic organ of power, of workers’ 
power. This was revealed in both 1905 
and 1917. Thesoviets developed out of 
strikes but took on the functions of 
administration, of organising supplies 
and of organising a proletarian militia. 

In the strikes of 1905 the soviet was 
born in Russia. The firstone developed 
in Ivanovo-Voznesenk, in May. Dur- 
ing a strike by 40,000 workers in this 
textile town, 110 deputies elected by 
the strikers met on the river bank. The 
significance of this meeting was that it 
unitedall the workers of thedistrictona 
city-wide basis, irrespective of tradeor 
skill. 

The Petrograd proletariat—thevan- 
guard in 1905 as it was again to be in 
1917 — was quick to emulate its 
brothers and sisters in Ivanovo- 
Voznesenk. During the October 1905 
general strike 40 delegates met in the 
Technological Institute in Petrograd 
and established a soviet toorganise the 
strike, but also todo more. It declared: 

‘The assembly of deputies from all 
factories will form a general work- 
ers committee in St Petersburg. The 
committee will strengthen and unify 
our movement, represent the St Pe- 
tersburg workers to the public, and 
decide actions during the strike as 
well as its termination.’ 

This was no mere strike commiittee. 
By November it had 562 delegates. It 
issued /zvestia as a daily bulletin — 








occupying the printing presses of the 
bourgeois papers to ensure it was regu- 
larly and professionally produced. 
nder Trotsky’s leadership it 
advanced a programme of 
political demands aimed 
against the power of the Czarist au- 
tocracy. It forbade the distribution of 
papers that were censored by the state. 
Only those bearing an ‘uncensored’ 
stamp from the Soviet were distrib- 
uted. Most significantly, it continued 
its existence and its struggles after the 
strike was terminated. The St Pe- 
tersburg chief of police was so worried 
about the Soviet that he warned, pro- 
phetically, that it was threatening to 
becomea ‘second government’. Its po- 
tential as an organ of workers’ power 
revealed itself in October 1905. This 
potential wasrealised in October 1917, 
partly due to Lenin’s success in modi- 
fying the Bolshevik view of soviets 
taken in 1905. 
Initially in 1905 the Bolsheviks were 
suspicious of the Soviet. They saw itas 
a Menshevik ploy to set up a rival non- 


party body, through which they could | 
then outmanoeuvre the Bolsheviks. | 
This suspicion stemmed from the 


Soviet’s refusal to confine itself to 
purely trade union questions. A lead- 
ing Bolshevik agitator, P.Mendelev, 
declared: 


‘The Soviet of workers’ deputies has — 
no right to exist as a political organi-— 


sation, and the Social Democrats 
mustresignfromit, sinceits existence 
damages the development of the So- 
cial Democratic movement. The So- 
viet may existas atradeunionorgani- 
sation or it should not exist atall,’ 


The suspicions that the Bolsheviks 
felt towards the Soviet, more precisely 


to the Mensheviks who they believed 
were behind the Soviet, were far from 
groundless. The Mensheviks were en- 
thusiastic to build soviets as “workers’ 

congresses”. These congresses could, 
in Martynov’s words, serve as the 
means of ‘exerting revolutionarypres- 
sure on the will of the liberal and radi- 
cal bourgeoisie’. The Mensheviks be- 
lieved the role of the proletariat was to 
encourage the bourgeoisie forward 
during the democratic revolution. The 
soviet, as a form of local government 
and workers’ congress was seen not as 
an organ of power but a pressure point 
on the bourgeoisie. Moreover, the 

Mensheviks believed thatit was within 
such a forum that a mass party of the 


working class — one which would | 


encompass multifarious political 
trends — could be built. Thus for Mar- 
tynov the soviet was ‘abnormal’, but 
could be used to achieve the norm of 
international Social Democracy, a 
mass party: 

. thatis wide enough to include or 
render superfluous organisations on 
the pattern of the soviets of workers 
deputies. 

enin perceived the real essence 

of the soviets — their represent- 

ative nature, their capacity for 
revolutionary struggleand their poten- 
tialasorgansofpower—despitethein- 
fluence of Menshevism within them. 
By posing thesoviets, notasanalterna- 
tive tothe Bolsheviks, butas the organ- 
isational means of fulfilling the 
Bolshevik’s governmental slogan — 
the Provisional Revolutionary Gov- 
ernment — Lenin won the party to the 


need for the struggle for leadership | 
within the soviets. For him the soviets | 


were both ‘instruments of insurrec- 











tion’ and ‘cells of the new revolution- 
ary power’. In 1906 he wrote of the 
Petrograd Soviet: 
‘That was the face of the new power 
— or rather its germinal form, since 
the victoryof the old power destroyed 
the young shoots very early on.’ 
n February 1917, following the 
overthrow of the autocracy, the 
young shoots sprouted once again. 
This time the Bolsheviks, after 
Lenin’s return and the triumph of his 
April Theses which placed socialist 
revolution on the immediate agenda, 
waged a struggle to make the soviets 
the sole organs of power throughout 
Russia. The Mensheviks, bound hand 
and foot to the bourgeoisie, sought to 
contain the soviets to amonitoring and 
advisory role over thecapitalist Provi- 
sional Government. 

In fact, after February power was 
split between the bourgeoisie and the 
soviets, a situation of dual power pre- 
vailed. 





IN THE afternoon of 27 February 


1917, in the Tauride Palace a group 
of Petrograd workers’ leaderssetup 
the Provisional Executive Commit- 
tee of the Soviet of Workers’ depu- 
ties. Itagreed to elect deputies onthe 
basis of 1 per 1000 workers. When it 
met in the evening there were be- 
tween 40 and 50 deputies present. At 
the meeting of the soviet soldiers, as 
well as workers, were represented. 
Deputies elected from the army 
companies that had joined the revo- 
lution were instrumental in turning 
the Petrograd Soviet into an organi- 
sation of workers and soldiers. 

The significance of this was im- 
mense. Not only did it bring military 
support and arms to the soviet, it 


: brought the peasantry — for the sol- 


diers were, for the most part, “peasants 
in greatcoats’ — into contact with the 
proletariat. Ithelped forge the alliance 
that was eventually to be consum- 


| mated in the revolutionary workers’ 


and peasants’ government after Octo- 


fter the evening meeting of 27 
February the Soviet went 
from strength to strength. In 











































te ioe oS degenerated centrist fragments of 
Trotsky’s Fourth International haverepeat- 
edly obscured or down-played the central- 
ity of soviets. Mostrecently, in Poland, the 
USFl ditched the sloganofsoviets in favour 
ofthe struggle tocreate asecondchamberof 
the Polish parliament, the Sejm, as anorgan 
of power for the proletariat. 

Others, like the Morenoite tendency and 
Politica Obrera in Argentina, have been 
willing to dub trade union bodies, such as 
Solidarnosc or the trade union confedera- 
tion COB in Bolivia, as ‘soviets’ — thus 
abandoning the vital task of constructing 
soviet-type organisations. Instead they 
have raised the slogans ‘All Power to Soli- 
darnosc’ andin thecaseofthe Morenoites of 
Boliviacurrently, ‘COB to Power’. 

In attempting to justify their rejection of 
the call for soviets latter day centrists like to 
quote Lenin in the period of the July Days 
and also Trotsky on Germany in 1923. In 
both cases these great Marxists warned 
against fetishizing the soviet form of or- 
ganisation. In bothcases, however, thecen- 
trists only tell half the story. 


Petrograd eleven major (local) soviets 
were setup by late March. The central 
Petrograd Soviet grew, through 
March, to a body of 3,000 delegates. 
Through out the length and breadth of 
the old empire, soviets sprang up. 
There were 400 by May, 900 by Oc- 
tober. At the first all Russian Soviet 
Congress in June 1,090 delegates 
representing 20 million workers, 
soldiers and peasants assembled in the 
capital. 

The Soviets developed in more 
than just a numerical sense. 
To the consternation of their initial 
Menshevik leaders they constantly in- 
truded into government business. In 
the naval base town of Kronstadt 
where the Bolsheviks and Left So- 
cialist Revolutionaries (SR)were in a 
majority from the outset, the soviet de- 
clared in May: 

‘The sole power in the city of Kron- 
stadt is the Soviet of Workers’ and 
Soldiers’ Deputies, which acts with 
the Petrograd Soviet in government 
matters.’ 

The Soviet dismissed the Provi- 
sionalGovernment’srepresentativein 
the city andeven declared arepublic. 











Trotsky’s writings in the aftermath of 
1923 reveal a continuity of method with 
1917. He argued that the German commu- 
nists were faced with the task of insurrec- 
tion prior to thedevelopmentof thesoviets. 
To postpone a rising until soviets had been 
established would, he argued, pave the way 
for counter-revolution. The moment for 
striking a decisive blow against capitalism 
would be lost. This indeed, would be acase 
of fetishizing, of schematism. But, did 
Trotsky argue that soviets were therefore 
optional to the success of the revolution? 
Not at all. He simply argued that in Ger- 
many in October 1923 they didnot exist as 
organs of insurrection. The factory com- 
mittees did, and would have been utilized, 
but: 

‘Soviets, of course, would have had to 

arise atacertain stage.’ 

The attempt by the centrists to find alter- 
natives to soviets reveals their appetite to 
revise the theory of Lenin and Trotsky on 
the role and nature of soviets, to suit their 
adaptations toreformism, syndicalismorto 
revolutionary nationalist movements. The 
latter, e.g. in Nicaragua, have created or- 
gans of so-called “popular power’, and 
these too have been peddled as a substitute 
for soviets by centrists. 

Lenin and Trotsky leave no doubt as to 
the necessity of soviets—genuine councils 
of workers and soldiers committed to the 
class struggle for proletarian power. 


This struck terror into the hearts of 
the compromisers in the Petrograd 
Executive Committee of the Soviet. 
Tseretelli and Skobelev were dis- 
patched to persuade the Kronstadters 
to desist from such actions. Every- 
where, the dynamic of the soviets was 
pushing them in a similar direction to 
Kronstadt. In the Bolshevik strong- 
hold of Vyborg in Petrograd, home of 
the major factories, the sovietoversaw 
workers’ control in the factories and 
tookoverthe prison bakery at Kresty to 
ensure that the workers got bread. 

‘he Vyborg factories were at 
the forefront of the struggle for 
soviet power from early on. In 

April, the bourgeois minister 
Milyukov was forced out of the 
Provisional Government following 
the publication of his note to the allies 
declaring Russian fidelity tothe Czar’s 
war aims. In response Vyborg issued 
the loudest calls for an end to dual 
power. The resolution of the Optico 
Machine Construction factory typi- 
fied the Vyborg mood: 
‘Therefore, we find the Milyukov- 
Guchkov Co. not corresponding to 
their appointment andrecognize that 
the only power in the country must be 
the soviets of workers’ soldiers and 
peasants’ deputies, which we will 
defend with our lives.’ 

Until June Vyborg and Kronstadt 
were relatively isolated in calling for 
the resolution of the dual power. The 
bourgeoisie was well aware of the 
problem it faced, having to co-exist 
withthe powerof the soviets, Guchkov 
expressed his grasp of that problem as 
early as 9 March: 

‘The Provisional Government has no 
real power, Its orders are endorsed 
only by the soviets of workers and 
soldiers’ deputies ... stated bluntly, 
the Provisional Government exists 
only by the soviets’ permission.’ 

The point about the dual power situ- 
ation was that until September the Ex- 
ecutive Committee of the Petrograd 
Soviet— looked to throughout Russia 
for leadership — granted that permis- 
sion. The Executive concluded a deal 
with the bourgeois has-beens of the 
State Duma Committee and then told 
the workers and soldiers: 

‘As long as the agreement between 

the Petrograd WorkersandSoldiers’ 

Soviet and the Provisional Govern- 

mentisnot breached, the Provisional 

Government must be regarded as the 

sole legal government for all Rus- 

sia,’ 

After the departure of Guchkov and 
Milyukov and the entry of Soviet rep- 
resentatives into the Provisional Gov- 
ernment Tseretelli drew the logical 


Sailors enforcing soviet control 


See 


Bees: 


conclusion from the Menshevik/Right 
SR point of view and argued: 


‘Now, all power would be yielded 
[by the soviet] to the Provisional 
Government ... (the soviet must) 
not meddle in administrative 
business. We should not hinder 
national government, but sound 
the alarmin case of mistakes.’ 
Why were the compromisers able to 
instil into the mass of workers and 
peasants deference to the Provisional 
Government for so many months? In 
the first place, it was because the Men- 
sheviks and Right SRs were stronger 
than the Bolsheviks within Russia at 
the outbreak of the February Revolu- 
tion. They were better placed than the 
Bolsheviks to rapfély assume posi- 
tions of leadership in the soviets. 
Assuch they were ableto play on the 
genuine fears workers had of counter- 
revolution, to limit the role of the sovi- 
ets to monitoring the government. 
Remembering the persecution thatfol- 
lowed 1905 many workers were not 
prepared to assume sole responsibility 
forthe fate of the revolution. The Men- 
shevik thesis of leaving government to 
the bourgeoisie fitted in with such 
fears. 
Asa delegate to the April City Con- 
ference of Bolsheviks ruefully put it: 
‘When the proletariat still feared to 
take power into its hands, at that time 
the bourgeoisie made its way to the 
Duma and began to issue proclama- 
tions and elect deputies. Our best 
workers, fearing counter-revolu- 
tion, facilitated the accidental com- 
positionof the Sovietof Workers’ and 
Soldiers’ Deputies.’ 


tit was not only fear that played 
B: part. Until Lenin’s return no 


party of the revolution was, or 
had ever, advocated constructing so- 
viet power as the immediate objective 
of the revolution. The Bolshevik for- 
mula was for a revolutionary provi- 
sional government. Even leading fig- 
ures in the party like Kamenev, advo- 
cated critical support for the February 
Provisional Government. 
Itisnotsurprising, therefore, thatthe 
mass of the working class and army 
saw their job as keeping the govern- 
ment on the democratic straight and 
narrow. Typicalofthis outlook was the 
resolution of the Baltic Shipbuilding 
Factory, which proclaimed: 
‘full confidence in the Soviet, and 
we are sure that the Soviet, basing it- 
self upon our trust and the support of 
organisedrevolutionary democracy, 
will be able to force the Provisional 
Government to take into account the 
wishes of the revolutionary army and 


Oe oo 


people.’ 

From the end of April to July the 
Bolsheviks, initially a weak fraction 
within most soviets (40 out of 3,000 
deputies in Petrograd at the end of 
March), hammered away with the slo- 
gan ‘All Power to the Soviets’. Their 
aim was to escape the pro-bourgeois 
politics of the compromisers and win 
leadership in a soviet republic estab- 
lished, if possible, by peaceful means. 
By June they were beginning to make 
considerable headway. 

he Provisional Government 

was incapable of solving the 

great problems of economic 
production of the land question or of 
the war. More and more the workers 
came to blame the capitalists for ob- 
structing the solution of these burning 
problems. More and more they looked 
to theirown organisations to do the job 
forthem. 

When the Soviet leadership banned 
a Bolshevik demonstration out of fear 
in June, they were obliged to call an 
official march to let off steam. The 
march was over 400,000 strong and 
was made up of workers and soldiers. 
Therestof ‘democracy’ coweredin the 
cafes and salons. Despite the ‘official’ 
character of this march, its moods and 
slogans reflected the fast growing in- 
fluence of Bolshevism. Eyewitness to 
the march, Sukhanov, noted: 

‘And again, and again, as the in- 
sistent callfromthe very bowels of the 
revolutionary capital, as destiny tt- 
self, like the fateful Burnham Wood, 
they came toward us: “All Power to 
the Soviets”, “Down with the Ten 
Capitalist Ministers!” ’ 

The drive to counter-revolution af- 
ter the July Daysnecessitateda change 
of slogans with regard to the soviets. 
The illegalisation of the Bolshevik 
Party, the arrest of many of its leaders 
and the repression against the most 
advanced workers and soldiers, all 
measures backed by the Soviet leader- 
ship, the SRs and the Mensheviks, led 
the Bolsheviks to drop the slogan ‘All 
Power to the Soviets’. The Bolshe- 
viks’ hopes for a peaceful develop- 
ment of the revolution evaporated. 

In the July Days Lenin argued that 
the slogan ‘All Power to the Soviets’ 
had become inoperative due to the 
reactionary leadership that controlled 
them. However, hedidnotabandon the 
fight for new soviets, which would, 
when they werecreated, render the slo- 
gan of ‘All Power’ once again central. 
He wrote: 

‘Soviets may appear inthis new revo- 

lution, and indeed are bound to, but 
not the presentsoviets...Itistruethat 
even then we Shall be in favour of 
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building the whole state on the model 
of soviets.’ 

Lenin was aware of the danger of 
separating the organisational form 
from its political leadership. Under a 
reformist leadership soviets can play a 
reactionary role — as indeed they did 
in July 1917 in Russiaand Germany in 
1918/20. However, with arevolution- 
ary leadership the soviets would, once 
again, play a revolutionary role. The 
struggle for new soviets actually be- 
came in August 1917, the struggle for 
Bolshevik leadership. The existing so- 
viets were renovated and cleanséd of 
their reactionary leadership. In the 
debate at the Bolshevik Congress in 


July, Buhkarin had perceptively bases and of the continued division of 


warmed: 
‘... the baby is being thrown out with 
the bathwater ... We must not de- 
nounce the form of soviets because 
their composition has proved unsutt- 
able.’ 

Toa large extent, particularly in the 
local soviets, his advice was heeded. 
By September, across Russia, the Bol- 
sheviks began to win majority after 
majority in the soviets, leading 
Trotsky tocomment: 

‘Forthisreasonthe slogan “Powerto 
the Soviets” was not removed from 
the agenda a second time, but it was 
givenanewmeaning: all power to the 
Bolshevik soviets._Inthis formulation 
the slogan finally ceased to be a call 
for peaceful development. The party 
approaches armed uprising through 
the soviets andin the name of the sovi- 
ets. 
major factor in the strengthening 
ofthe Bolshevik positions in the 


soviets in September 1917 
§ workers can rally forces behind them 
that take the struggle beyond ordered 


was their role in the defeat of the Ko- 
tnilov coup. Using this united front 
tactic and proving themselves the most 
consistent fighters against reaction, all 
over the country during September 
Bolshevik majorities began to be rec- 
orded. 

On 9 September a debate on the 
composition of the Praesidium of the 





Petrograd Soviet took place. Trotsky, | 


now a Bolshevik, led the attack on the 
compromisers. He spoke for the ma- 
jority of Petrograd’s proletariat. The 
compromisers were defeated 519 
votes to414.0n25 September Trotsky 


once again became chairman of the | 


Petrograd Soviet. In 1905 in that ca- 


breaking of weapons and submission 
to the Czarist police. In 1917 there was 
no such need to submit. On 25 October 
at the Second All Russian Congress of 
Soviets, following the ‘rising of the 
nightbefore, the first sovietrepublic in 
the world was established. & 
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In the last two months the 


South Korean working class has 
# moved decisively to the centre 


stage in the struggles of that 
country. There have been over a 
thousand officially recorded 
disputes since early July. The in- 


dustrial centres are now alive 
with a new network of trade un- 


ion delegates. 
What is at stake now is whether 
the South Korean workers can use 


their strength to end the super-exploi- | 


tation they have suffered so long and 
to put an end to the corrupt, repressive 
regime of Chum Doo Hwan. 

South Korean workers have the 
longest working week in the world. 
According to the ILO they average 57 
hours per week spread over seven 


workers have to work between 70 and 
90 hours per week to make ends meet. 


| They receive five days holiday in the 


winter and five in the summer. South 
Koreas also tops the world’s industrial 
accidents league. 


The tight grip of US imperialism | 


and its local stooges has maintained 
these conditions for the massive ex- 
ploitation of South Korea’s 
workforce. 

Such has been the show of proletar- 
ian strength that in many cases the 
workers have secured pay increases of 
between 11 and 20%. What terrifies 
the regime is that the working class, 
sensing its power and independence, 
will organise itself as a political force. 
Hence its preparedness to make some 
concessions in the hope of containing 
the struggle. 

A re-born workers’ movement 
must not restrict itself to economic 
matters alone. The vital questions of 
the thoroughly un-democratic consti- 
tution, of US imperialism’s military 


Korea must be confronted by the 


working class as an independent po- — 
litical force. It can only end its super- 


exploitation if it uses its newly as- 
serted strength to end the rule of impe- 
rialism and its stooges in Korea. 
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“Hyundai strikes demonstrate th gir power - 


The regime deeply fears that the 


presidential elections within the pres- 
ent constitution.Seventeen Seoul la- 
bour organisations are reported to 
have criticized the RDP, the bour- 
geois Opposition party, for their sup- 
port for the: 


“... deceptive direct election position | 
of the military dictatorship ... which | 


cannot sufficiently represent the true 
desires of the workers and the 
people..” 

As the bosses quake at the prospect 


| of a strengthened and re-awakened 


workers’ movement it is vital that the 


# working class organises its own po- 
pacity, hehad been obligedtoorderthe | 


litical party based on its new unions. 
The struggle must be for this party to 


be won to a revolutionary communist | 


programme. Only in that way can the 
workers break with the ‘democratic’ 
capitalist opposition and put and end 


| to the repressive regime in Reagan's 
| South Korean semi-colony. 


days. The average industrial wage in | 
South Korea is £37 per week. Many | 
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INTERNATIONAL 


Sandinistas 


Developments in Central 
America have left Reagan’s 
administration gobsmacked. 
Reagan had just lined up the 
Congress Democratic House 
Speaker behind his own ‘peace 
plan’ including immediate in- 


| ternationally supervised elec- 


tions in Nicaragua. 


The plan was framed so as to 
guarantee it would be rejected by 
the Sandinistas. In turn this would 
pave the way for bi-partisan 
agreement in Congress on further 
aid to the Contras at the end of 
September so that they could con- 
tinue their murderous military 
campaign. 

But on the 7th of August five of the 


| region’s presidents, meeting in Guate- 
| mala, endorsed a ‘peace plan’ for 


Central America put forward by 
President Oscar Arias Sanchez of 
Costa Rica. 

It immediately led the Democrats 
to jump ship. Reagan was left floun- 
dering with no guarantee of being able 
to renew aid to the Contras via Con- 
press. 

The Contra war has produced 


| srowing frictions within both Hondu- 


ras and Costa Rica. Clashes between 
Contras and the local population in 
both countries, even with the army, 
have been increasing. Thousands of 
armed Contras have preferred life on 
the borders to fighting in Nicaragua. 
Mass Contra desertions and the grow- 
ing intensity of the war have also led to 
a serious refugee problem. 

All this combined with the possibil- 
ity of armed clashes with the Nicara- 
guan army, has led the governments of 
Costa Rica and Honduras to try and 
distance themselves from Reagan’s all 
or nothing attempt to overthrow the 
FSLN government. 

Another factor prompting the 
region’s rulers is that the peace deal, if 
it is carried out, would represent a sig- 
nificant political victory for the likes of 


| Napoleon Duarte. The Arias plan not 
| only commits Nicaragua to not sup- 


porting any guerilla movements in 


Obando y Bravo has been put onto the 








Central America, but specifically calls 
on such movements to give up the 
armed struggle within 90 days. The 
signatories agreed to * deny assistance 
and territories to armed groups acting 
against other signatories’ . 

Most importantly this would affect 
the FMLM in El Salvador and the 
URNG in Guatemala both of which 
have indicated their unwillingness to 
abide by the agreement. Duarte 
quickly brought out the meaning of 
the agreement in his speech inviting 
the FMLN./FDR to amnesty talks: 

“The five presidents of Central Amer- 
ica rejected violence as a means to take 
power and declared the FMLN/F DR ille- 
gitimate.” 

Moreover Duarte would have the 
Sandinistas’ blessing in declaring the 
FMLN illegitimate. A representative 
of the Salvadorean fighters ruefully 
commented: 

“Most of the benefits of this agree- 
ment will goto the Sandinistas. But for us 
it has very little” 

The Arias Plan is the logical out- 
come of Sandinista attempts to end the 
Contra war by offering sufficient con- 
cessions to appease at least the Demo- 
crats in the US Congress and so stop 
Contra funding. Offering proof of 
their willingness to live in ‘peaceful co- 
existence’ with the repressive and 
reactionary regimes that surround 
them is just one such concession. 

Already the arch reactionary, 
Contra supporter Cardinal Miguel 
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Nicaraguan version of a ‘Commission 
of Reconciliation’, to be set up in each 
country under the terms of this plan, 


as a further sign of ‘good faith’ tothe | : 


Democrats. 

No doubt many on the left, espe- 
cially Republicans and Stalinists, who 
have become uncritical cheerleaders 
for the Sandinistas, will either cover 
over in silence or attempt to justify this 
blatant stab in the back of the other 
anti-imperialist movements in Cen- 
tral America. 

Certainly the Nicaraguan economy 
is in desperate straits as a result of the 
assaults launched by US imperialism 
and the first duty of socialists is to 
defend Nicaragua against attacks. 

The situation is not helped by the 
Soviet Union’s refusal to meet 
Nicaragua’s needs for oil supplies in 
1987, no doubt in pursuit of its own 
detente policy with the USA. 

But the solution to the crisis in 
Nicaragua lies not in making diplo- 
matic manoeuvres and concessions to 
imperialism which weaken the anti- 
imperialist struggle in the region. The 
only guarantee of defending and ex- 
tending the gains of the masses in the 
1979 revolution always lay in extend- 
ing the revolution throughout Central 
America. 

In Nicaragua the key task is to de- 
feat and disarm the counter-revolu- 
tion through expropriating the capi- 
talists and large landowners and es- 
tablishing a revolutionary workers’ 
and peasants’ government. 


And in Central America as a whole ~ 


the task is not to conclude deals, like 
the Arias plan, which weaken the 
struggle against imperialism, but to 
support to the hilt all anti-imperialist 
struggles and fight for a socialist fed- 
eration of Central America. 
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The biggest build up of US 
naval strength since Viet- 
nam, combined with rein- 
forcements from Britain and 
France, has turned the Gulf 


| into a war zone waiting to 
ignite. 

The spark that threatens to set off 
| billions of dollars worth of hi-tech 


killing power is the increasingly 
desperate regime of Saddam 
Hussein in Iraq. Saddam’s hopes of 
neutralizing Iran lie in encouraging 
or engineering an imperialist on- 
slaught against the Islamic Republic. 


IRANGATE 


The immediate cause of the cur- 
rent US intervention was the escala- 
tion of the ‘tankers war’, which saw 
this vital shipping lane increasingly 
littered with the blazing wrecks of 
Iranian and Kuwaiti oil tankers. The 
Reagan administration was also 


| faced with the need to divert the US 
| public from the Irangate debacle. 

| Iraq’s oil is exported overland, so 
| when it began to hit Iran’s most 


important oil route, the tanker lanes 
from Kharg Island to the straits of 
Hormuz, Iran responded by attack- 
ing the tankers of Iraq’s major 


| backer, Kuwait. Italso stepped up its 


threats to take the ‘Islamic Revolu- 
tion’ into the pro-US Arab states, 
most importantly Saudi Arabia. The 
US response to this threat to stability, 
despite the rhetoric, will not auto- 
matically lead to an all out attack on 
Iran. 


STABILITY 


US strategic interests in the Gulf 
are best served by stability and the 
absence of military conflict. Al- 
though the US maintains its massive 
middle-eastern Rapid Deployment 
Force, and in alliance with Britain it 
has stocked the enormous arsenals of 
the Saudis, a war on land with Iran 
would be a much more serious busi- 
ness than any US or British military 
adventure since Vietnam. 

Hence it was the US who played a 


| major role in the United Nations 
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Security Council call for a ceasefire; 
offering Iran the opportunity to de- 
escalate the conflict, and enforcing, | 
until 30 August, a truce in the tanker 
war. There are powerful conjunctu- | 
ral factors however that could over- 
ride this chosen path in favour of a 
US attempt to impose stability by 
inflicting a military defeat on Iran. | 
First, the Saddam regime is increas- 
ingly desperate to drag the US back 
into a joint offensive against Iran. 
The restarting of the ‘tanker war’ by 
Iraq is the latest indication of this. 

Secondly the reactionary despots 
who rule Iran need the continued war 
to deflect the Iranian workers and 
peasants from the growing economic 
problems in Iran. Domestic instabil- 
ity of a different kind—the unmask- 
ing of the Contragate scandal and the 
Reagan regime's failing credibil- 
ity—could prompt the US to forget 
‘pax Americana’ if an Iranian mis- 
sile sinks a reflagged Kuwaiti tanker. 
Once the shooting started the British 
navy would come to the aid of the US 
without question, as would the 
French—both have committed 
enormous naval resources to the 
Gulf relative to their size. 


SUPPORT 


If this happened it would be nec- 
essary for workers throughout the 
world to side unconditionally with 
Iran. A more blatant case of imperi- 
alist militarism could not be imag- 
ined. The war between Iran and Iraq, 
which at present serves a purely re- 
actionary purpose for both regimes, 
would in the case of a US/British/ 
French naval attack allied to Iraq’s" 
ground and air offensive, necessitate 
workers everywhere siding with 
Iran, despite the reactionary nature | 
of the regime. : 

Whether or not the- Iraqi ruling 
class manages to light the blue touch 
paper, the working class in Ireland 
and world-wide have to make clear | 
the#r total opposition to British and ] 
US intervention in the Gulf. ) 
= Britain, France and the USA 
= out of the Gulf! 
¢ Hands off Iran! 


We print below a statement on 


the India-Sn Lanka Accord froma 
group of revolutionary Marxists 
in Colombo. It was written and 
distributed within days of the 
agreement. 

Although the Accord has fu- 
elled the anger of the “Sinhalese 


chauvinists its purpose is to be- | 


head the struggle for Tamil libera- 
tion. 


ee 


act of solidarity with those forces 
trying to resist the Accord on the 
intemationalist basis of support 
for the Tamil struggle . We dis- 
/agree with the designation of 
Jayewardene’s regime as ‘fascis- 
tic’, however. While not under- 
estimating the brutality and indis- 
criminate slaughter of the Sin- 
halese army against the Tamils, 


we recognise the Jayewardene’s | 


government rests for its support 
not only upon the Sinhalese work- 
ers and peasants but also upon the 
corrupt Tamil Indian union lead- 


ership of the southem highland 


plantation workers. Nevertheless, 


we fully concur with the analysis | 
in the statement concerning the | 
purpose of the Accord, the nature | 
of the autonomy porposals and the | 


demands outlined. 

We thank the Revolutionary 
Workers Party of Sri Lanka for 
bringing this statement by the 
Revolutionary Marxists to our at- 
| tention. 


We print this statement as an | 


The Jayewardene-Gandhi 
Accord, purporting to inaugu- 
rate a settlement of the Tamil 
national problem, is the out- 
come of a conspiracy between 
the Jayewardene regime and 
Rajiv Gandhi. It is intended to 
disrupt the struggle of the 
Tamil people for their libera- 
tion from the Sinhala bourgeois 
oppression they have suffered 
for several decades now. In 
conspiracy with Jayewardene, 
Rajiv Gandhi has transported 
3000 Indian troops to force the 
Tamil militants to end the 
armed struggle, and to force 
them to surrender their arms to 
the Jayewardene regime. 

This Accord is without the 
consent of the Tamils engaged 
in the liberation struggle. For 
Jayewardene, this accord with 
Gandhi is helping him to disarm 
and defeat the Tamil liberation 
struggle that has been heroi- 
cally waged by the Tamil mili- 
tants with the sacrifice of the 
lives of thousands of their best 
fighters, and the killing of thou- 
sands of innocent Tamils by the 
Sinhala armed forces. 

For Gandhi, the accord has 
given India the image of a he- 
gemonic role in the South Asian 
region, and has elevated the 
standing of the Gandhi regime 
in relation to US imperialism. 
And, incidentally, Gandhi has 
got rid of the problem of 100.000 
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INDIAN ACCORD 


Sri Lankan Tamil refugees 
presently in South India re- 
gardless of their future fate in 
Sri Lanka. 

Jayewardene’s offer of so- 
called regional autonomy 
through a Provincial Council to 
the Tamils of the north and east 
is a fraud. Although the Jaye- 
wardene-Ghandi Accord has 
been signed, and the militants 
are being forced to give up their 
arms, there is not even a draft 
document of the Provincial 
Council that will show the devo- 
lution of power. Tamils will not 
get any measure of autonomy 
for their region that could be 
called real. The anti-Tamil and 
discriminatory policies of Jaye- 
wardene have never changed. 
Jayewardene and his Cabinet of 
Ministers, his UNP Parliamen- 
tary group and his party remain 
as anti-Tamil and Sinhala chau- 
vinist as ever before. 

The most objectionable and 
dangerous aspect of the Accord 
is the provision for the station- 
ing of Indian troops in Sri 


Lanka. These Indian troops are 
stationed in the north not for the 
protection of the Tamils but for 
the disruption of the Tamil lib- 
eration struggle and to prop up 
the hated Jayewardene regime. 
This means that the Indian 
troops are in Sri Lanka to pro- 
tect Jayewardene and his re- 
gime, when the workers and 
toilers throughout the country, 
sooner or later launch struggles 
to overthrow it. 

What is more, this Gandhi- 
Jayewardene alliance to deep 
the Indian armed forces in Sri 
Lanka as a ‘peace-keeping 
force’ has opened the door for 
US imperialism to send its 
armed forces to help the Jaye- 
wardene regime or any other 
bourgeois regime militarily in 
the coming anti-imperialist 
revolutionary struggles. 

Recent events have shown 
that the Sinhala bourgeois and 
petit bourgeois opposition 
forces that have embarked on a 
Struggle against the govern- 
ment, are virulently anti-Tamil 


in character. The forces are 
using the genuine class hatred 
of the working class and toilers 
among the Sinhala people, 
against the oppressive Jaye- 
wardene regime to strengthen 
their Sinhala chauvinist forces. 

Anti-Tamil Sinhala chauvin- 
ism is no answer to the oppres- 
sive Jayewardene regime. The 
Sri Lanka Freedom Party 
(SLFP), Mahajana Eksath 
Peramuna (MEP), anti-Tamil 
Buddhist monks and the oppor- 
tunist, conservative and chau- 
vinist Janata Vimukthi Pera- 
muna (JVP) cannot provide an 
alternative to the capitalist 
Jayewardene regime. The only 
alternative is an anti-capitalist 
workers’ and peasants’ govern- 
ment. 

Sections of the Tamil masses 
in the Northern and Eastern 
provinces could well be happy 
that the Sinhala armed forces 
have moved our of the army 
camps in the north. In any 
event, such a moving out can 


only be temporary. On the other 


hand, the Indian troop are not 
at all the friends of the Tamilsin 
the north. They are there to help 
Jayewardene andtoprop up his | 
government. | 

Rajiv Gandhi is not only 
helping Jayewardene to break 


up the Tamil liberation 
struggle, but is even now, help- 
ing him to suppress the workers | 
and toilers in the south by giving 
Jayewardene a chance of trans- 
ferring Sri Lankan troops tothe 
south by the stationing of In- 
dian troops in the north. It is 
clear, in terms of this Accord 
that if the masses in the south 
and other parts of the country 


revolt against the oppressive 


Jayewardene capitalist rule, 
and if the Sri Lankan armed 
forces cannot suppress the 
masses, the door is open for the 
Indian troops to intervene to 
break up such a revolt. 

Down with the Gandhi- | 
Jayewardene Accord! 

No disarming of Tamil 
militants by Indian troops! 

Tamil militants do not 
give up your arms! 

Indian troops out of Sri 
Lanka! 

Sinhala workers and toilers, 
the struggle we need is the anti- 
capitalist struggle under the 
leadership of the working class 
to throw out the fascistic UNP 
regime!! 








—— 








ne of the most cherished beliefs of Irish Militant and their 
supporters is that they are the marxist tendency in the labour 


ovement. The fact that the witch hunting capitalist press 
portray them as “Trotskyist revolutionaries” no doubt adds to this 
belief. Indeed its leading theoreticians argue explicitly that Mili- 
tant does stand in the best Trotskyist traditions: 


The foundations and principles [of 
marxism] were established by Marx 
and Engels, but in the epoch of the 
world war and the October revolu- 
tion, Lenin developed further and 
extended those principles.Inthe ep- 
och of fascism and Stalinism it was 
Trotsky who made the outstanding 
contribution to Marxist thought. In 
the post-war period the supporters 
of Militant have again added to and 
developed the fundamental ideas of 
Marxism. Rob Sewell in Militant 
International Review.(M1IR.) 
No.38 pp.8-9. 


~ serious examination of thepo- 
A litics of the Militant Tendency 
reveals that the factsof thema- 
terarerather different. Since itsestab- 
lishment in Britain in the 1950’s and 
in Ireland in the ’sixties the marxism 
of the Militant has been inexorably 
emptied of its revolutionary content. 
Militant’s claim to be trotskyist 
flows from the Tendency’s origins in 
a split in the Revolutionary Commu- 
nist Party, formerly the British sec- 
tion of Trotsky’s Fourth Interna- 
tional. Soon after the split, under the 
leadership of Ted Grant the Militant 
entered the British LabourParty atthe 
beginning of the 1950’s, notasatactic 


| toreachthemostadvanced workersat 


a particular moment but as a perma- 
nent strategy irrespective of political 
developments in the working class. 
This distinguishes it from the no- 
tion of tactical entry such as was the 
case when Trotsky supported the en- 
try by the F renchSectionofthe Move- 
mentfor theF ourthInternationalinto 
the French Socialist Party (SFIO) in 
themid ’thirties. Atthattime Trotsky, 
outlining clear guidelines against po- 
litical liquidation, supported the en- 
try tactic forashorttimeasanapplica- 
tion of the united front ‘from within’. 
He, however, was prepared to jettison 
the tactic at the moment it became a 
trap for revolutionaries, i.e., threat- 
ened to subordinate the strategic and 


| programmatic goals of communism 
to short term gains. 


ed Grant, by contrast, justified 
long term strategic entry in 
the British Labour Party on 
the basis of the most timeless gener- 





alisations: 


All history demonstrates that, atthe 
first stages of revolutionary up- 
surge, the masses turn to the mass 
organisations to tryandfinda solu- 
tion for their problems, especially 
the young generation entering 
politicsfor the firsttime.(Problems 
of Entrism,1959.) 

On the basis of such expectations of 
the indeterminate future the notion of 
strategic entrism was born. Nomatter 
that the Labour Party was not at the 


| time of entry the focus of working 
| classaction for leftward shifts among 


key sections of the workingclass. The 


| day wouldcome, predicted Grantand 
| his supporters, when the masses 


would rally to the Labour Party and 
TUC. In the meantime, the place for 
revolutionaries was to be firmly im- 


| planted in the Labour party, pending 


developments. 

r over 35 years this policy of 
Strategic entry has been pursued 
in Britain, later extended to Ire- 
land and elsewhere. The turn of the 





| mass ofthe working class to Labouris 
| perpetually round the next corner. 


The objective process of history is 
seen to be inevitably on the side of 
Marxist ideas, no matter how experi- 
ence may contradict this, and this 
process will also supposedly ensure 


| that the important developments in 


| the consciousness of the working 


class will take place through the La- 
bour Party. Marxists outside the Party 
are simply denounced as sectarians, 








ultra-lefts on the fringes etc.— rarely 
is a Serious argument put forward to 
back up this denunciation. 
Indeedeven Grant’ sideaofaturnto 
Labour by the masses merely “at the 
first stages” has been diluted and now 
we have Militant openly declaring 
that the Labour Party can be prevailed 
upon to carry the struggle for social- 
ism all the way tocompletion: 
The programme of Marxism is: pre- 
serve the link between Labour and 
the Unions. End coalition now and 
fight for a Labour government to 
carry out the sociaklist transforma- 
tionoflrishsociety.(WhatWe Stand 


For by Dermot Connolly, Militant 


IS MILITANT 
MARXIST? 


Irish monthly pamphlet, April 
1984, pll.) 

Militant here portrays Labour as 
potentially revolutionary. They hide 
and deny its fundamentally counter- 
revolutionary nature - which it is the 
first duty of a Trotskyist and Marxist 
to point out. 


PARLIAMENTARISM 


The other side ofthis coinisthe way 
Militant revises the Marxist attitude 
to Parliament. This is a fundamental 
question on whichtherecord of Marx, 
Engels, Lenin and Trotsky is abun- 
dantly clear. Peter Taffe, leading 
Militant in Britain and member of the 
Editorial Board expelled from the 
British labour Party explains: 

The struggle to establisha socialist 

Britain can be carried through in 

Parliament, backed up by the col- 

lossal power of the labour move- 

ment outside. (Militant Intena- 
tional Review.No.22.p.28). 

Lest there be any implication that 
this extra-parliamentary struggle is 
seen asasubversive threat to the insti- 
tutions of parliament Taffe assures us 
that the extra-parliamentary backing 
is purely supplementary and actually 
nothing new: 

The struggle to 

enhance the po- 

sition of Labour 
in Parliament 
has always been 
supplemented by 
the struggle out- 
side parliament, 
both of the trade 
unions and the 
La Oe 2 \F 
Party,(ibid.). 


What the Militant 
position means is % 

that the working . 
class must merely 


actasa supplement to ‘back up’ aLa- 
bour government in parliament and 
defend it against counterrevolution. 
The establishment of socialism, as 
conceived by the Militant Tendency, 
will not centre on the self-organisa- 
tionofthe workingclassincouncilsof 
action (soviets) for the physical sei- 
zure of factories and banks with the 
aim of an assault on state power itself 
through a mass insurrection. It is re- 
duced to an enabling act passed in 
Parliament to allow the Labour Party 
to proclaim the nationalisation of the 
‘commanding heights’ of the econ- 
omy: 

“Tf a Labour Government was to 


break with capitalism and take over 
the top 200 monopolies ... under 
democratic workers control and 
management, it would have to take 
immediate emergency measures. 

“Enabling legislation would have 
to (be) rapidly carried through, giv- 
ing the government decisive powers 
to implement the necessary 
measures.” (MJ.R.,No.33,p.10) 

To suggest that the capitalist class 
will sit back and let themselves be 
nationalised by legislation is to 
peddle illusions in the parliamentary 
road. This, far from being a ‘develop- 
ment’ of the Marxist tradition for the 
post war period, is a gross departure 
from it. 

Leading Militant supporters have 
begun torun in fear from any idea that 
socialists are for the destruction of 
parliamentary bourgeois democracy. 
They have conveniently forgotten 






that parliamentary institutions are 


merely the fig leaf covering the naked 
dictatorship of the capitalist class. 
They forget that for marxists, parlia- 
ment is only a platform in which the 
key task remains to win support for 
the class struggle outside. 

They forget all the lessons from the 
experience of the Bolsheviks in the 
Russian Dumas. They forget that 
even the constituent assembly- even- 
tually conceded by the bourgeoisie at 
the eleventh hour of the Russian 
Revolution - had to be shut down by 
order of the soviet government. 

The position taken up by Militant, 
expressed by Bob Sewell in reply to 
Labour witch-hunter Geoff 
Hodgson, clarifies the matter beyond 
doubt: 

“The idea put forward by Hodgson 
thatwewantto ‘smashparliamentary 
democracy is completely untrue. 
Unlike the sectarian grouplets onthe 

fringe of thelabourmovement(!!), we 

have stressed that a socialist Britain 
can be accomplished through parlia- 
ment, backed up by the mobilised 
power of the labour movement out- 
side,” (MJI.R.No.33,p.9). 

This position is completely at odds 
with the early Comintern’s views on 
Parliament - the views of Lenin and 


1 ¢ rant and and Militant editorial board con comrades. 


Trotsky. Yet the Militant tendency, 
inded Sewell himself explicitly, 
claim to be in that direct line. For any 
serious supporters of the Militant in- 
terestedin checking this outthey have 
only to gettheirhandsonthe Theses of 
the second congress of the Commu- 
nist International entitled ‘The Com- 
munist Parties and Parliament’. In 
line with the whole spirit of these 
theses, and in complete contradiction 
to the beliefs of Sewell and Taffe, is 
the following extract: 
“(Communism) setsitself the taskof 
destroying parliamentarianism. It 
follows from this that bourgeois 
State institutions can be used only 


with the object of destroying them. 
This is the one and only way the 
question of their utilization can be 
posed.” (fromthesis 6) 

These theses were born of the big- 
gest proletarian struggles of world 
history and reveal - better than any- 
thing else - the falsity of Militant’s 
claim to stand in the tradition of Lenin 
and Trotsky. The Theses continue: 

“The mass struggle is a whole net- 

work of activities which increas- 

ingly intensify and logically culmi- 
nate in an insurrection against the 


capitalist state. As the mass 


struggle developsinto civil war the 
leading party of the proletariat 


must,asageneralrule,secureeach | 


and every legal position, using 
them as auxiliary centres of its 
revolutionary work and subordi- 
nating them to its plan for the over- 
all campaign of mass struggle. 

The platform of bourgeois parlia- 
ment ts one such auxiliary centre... 
The Communist Party enters this 
institution not to function within it 
but to take action inside parliament 
that helps to smash the bourgeois 
state machine and parliament 
itself..." (Theses10 and11) 

As marxists today the Irish Work- 


ers Group argues for the use of parlia- | 


ment and gives critical and condi- 
tional support to reformist labour 
politiciansonlyas ameans of winning 
support for the class struggle outside 
from within the Dail, Senate or any 
other legal platform. Not to do so 
would be ultra-left sectarianism. But 
we donot, unlike the Militant, turn the 


tactical usesofparliamentdeveloped | 


in the Marxist tradition into a cover 
for peddling strategic illusions in par- 


liament. 
LENIN 


The Theses of the Comintern, un- 
der Lenin and Trotsky, in contrast to 


Militant’s use of parliament, lays the | 


emphasissquarely ontheself-organi- 

sation ofthemasses fortherealisation 

ofits state power outside parliament: 
“Since thefocal pointof the struggle 
for state power lies outside parlia- 
ment, the questions of proletarian 
dictatorship and the mass struggle 
for its realisation are, obviously, 
immeasurably more important than 
the questionof howto use the parlia- 
mentary system.” (Thesis 19, em- 
phasisin original). 

Militant’s parliamentarism serves 
to suggest thata peaceful transition to 
socialism is both possible and the 
only one countenanced by real marx- 
ists. Our view is that peaceful transi- 





CLASS STRUGGLE PAGE7 


MOSES MAYEKISO is now 
on trial by the apartheid 
State, rotting in a Johannes- 
burg jail. 


His crime was that as a militant 


‘black worker and trade union 


leader he represents what the 
white racist rulers fear most —the 
power of the black proletariat. 
Moses, the General Secretary of 
the metalworkers’ union NUMSA 
faces a possible death penalty for 
his political views. The charge 
sheet accuses him of arguing that 
the working class ‘as the vanguard 
for liberation should be in the 
centre of and in control of the 
struggle’. Organise messages of 
support from your union and 
workplace now to NUMSA and 
publicise the trial of this class-war 


prisoner. eg 








the British Labour party: 
“Parliament cannot in the slightest 
degree guarantee apeaceful transt- 
tion: revolutionary class force in 
indispensable and unavoidable. 
This must be prepared for and 
trainedfor. The masses must be edu- 
cated and tempered ina revolution- 
ary way. The first condition for this 
is the intransigent struggle against 


the corrupting spirit of 
MacDonaldism.” (Trotsky,Where 
is Britain Going?P.8&1) 


The truth is that Militant give 
camouflage to this “corrupting spirit” 
by falsely claiming that their parlia- 


| mentarism is in the Trotskyist tradi- 
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tion. Time and again they set their cap | 


at winning support for left-reformist 
figures in the Labour Party, whether 
Benn in Britain of M.D.Higgins in 
Ireland. Tomorrow, they promise, 


> such left-wingers will help win the 


= votes of the masses and at the end of 
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tion will be impossible in the typical 
case. The experience of the elected 
Allende Government in Chile was a 
salutary reminder of the illusory na- 
ture of the parliamentary road to so- 
cialism. This applies as much in the 
heartlands of imperialist capitalism 
asmuchasinthesemi-colonial world. 

The fact of an elaborated system of 
democratic institutions does not 
change the reality that behind them 
lies the armed dictatorship of the 
bourgeoisie. The illusions in parlia- 
mentary democracy play no small 
part in coralling the working class 
into acceptance of capitalism. There- 


fore, as Trotsky warned in relation to 


_ that road an electoral majority will 
s enable Labour will tolegislate social- 


ism intoexistence. Suchadaptationto 


+ Labour reformism obliges them to— 
| throw out the unequivocal Marxist 


rejection of the parliamentary ‘strat- 
egy . Their adaptation to Labour re- 
formism is inseparable from their re- 
jectionof the Marxist position on par- 
liament. The one leads to the other, 


and on both counts ‘Militant’ is seen | 


to be neither Marxist, Leninist nor 
Trotskyist. 
heir origins and theircontinued 
d claimto be Trotskyist, however, 
distinguishes them from the rest 
of the Labour Left. Many of them 
remain subjectively revolutionary. It 
is to such comrades we direct this cri- 
tiqueof their group‘spolitics.Only by 
seriously examining theirownrecord 
and debating such questions openly 


can their revolutionary aspirations - 


ever bear fruit in genuinely revolu- 
tionary politics. 





Workers’ Action 


The draconian Extradition 
Act which could immediately 
affect hundreds of republicans 
living in the South is due to 
come into effect on December 
1st. All the signs are that Fi- 
anna Fail intend to implement 
it. They will do so because ex- 
tradition is a vital part of the 
horse-trading exercise with the 
British government to make 
the Anglo-Irish Agreement a 
reality. This agreement repre- 
sents the most serious and con- 
certed attempt by the ruling 
classes of Britain and Ireland 
to fully restore bourgeois rule 
and stability to partitioned Ire- 
land. 

The bogus republicans of Fianna 
Fail are confident about getting away 
with it. Why? One reason is that they 
are clearly aware that the Republican 
Movement has, so far, proved utterly 
incapable of mounting any serious 
resistence to the effects of the Agree- 
ment. After nearly two years of in- 
creased repression from state forces, 
North and South, and Loyalist mur- 
der gangs, the Republican Move- 
ment has steadfastly opposed any 
call or attempt to build a mass-based 
campaign of resistence against the 
Agreement. Comlacentas ever in.the 
belief that the Agreement will inevi- 
tably fail, republicans blindly assert 
that the armed struggle will force the 
British to the conference table. 


CAMPAIGN WEAKNESS 


Recent signs, however, indicate 
that some among Sinn Fein are un- 
happy with such a perspective, as the 
date of extradition draws nearer. 
Already anti-extradition committees 
have emerged on the initiative of 
Sinn Fein branches North and South. 
The IWG welcomes these develop- 
ments as far as they go. But every- 
thing so far about the newly launched 
campaign points to a repeat of the 
dismal record of other single issue 
campaigns and of all the weaknesses 
of the H-Block campaign - but with 
none of the strengths of that epic 
struggle. A leaflet of the the cam- 
paign spells it out clearly: 

“What You Can Do: Get your po- 
litical party, trade union branch, 
GAA club,tennis association, com- 
munity group etc to pass a motion 
calling on the Fianna Fail govern- 
ment to repeal the 1986 Extradition 
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Act. Write to Charles Haughey 
and\or your local Fianna Fail TD/ 
councillor, Write to the newspa- 
pers.” 

Clearly the object is to appeal to 
the “national conscience” of the 
“Trish people” in order to mobilise 
“public opinion” to put pressure on 
Haughey and his cronies, 

Sinn Fein have conveniently for- 
gotten that at the very height of the H- 
Block campaign when political pris- 
oners were dying for their principles, 
Haughey’s government remained 
unmoved before all the pleas of the 
pricked conscience of the same 
Catholic middle classes and church- 
men. A campaign built on this basis 
will fail. 

The IWG believe that any serious 
challenge to Haughey and his fellow 
capitalist collaborators can only 
emerge if the campaign places at the 
centre of its activity the fight to 
mobilise the Irish working class into 
action. We fully support getting 
resolutions through trade union 
branches,tenants* associations, stu- 
dents’ unions and we support the 
demands that the trade union move- 
ment and its leadership speak out 
against extradition. But can anyone 
believe that in 1987 paper resolu- 
tions will stop Haughey? What is 
needed is real industrial action that 
hits at the very basis of the capitalist 
system which Haughey, Thatcher 
and King preside over - Profit. 

The IWG have never underesti- 
mated the problems and difficulties 
of fighting for such action from 


workers, especially in the South | 


where the poison of anti-republican 
propaganda has been deadly effec- 
tive. In arguing with workers, mili- 
tants need to explain clearly the key 
issue at the heart of the extradition 
question. 

What is at stake is the long cher- 
ished democratic right and tradition 
that no political activist should be 
delivered from the country of domi- 
cils to the hands of his or her oppres- 
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sors. The workers movement inter- 
nationally has always recognised 
and sought to defend political mili- 
tants, liberation fighters, workers 
and trade unionists from such a fate. 
This fate will increasingly face 
working class militants themselves 
as capitalist states everywhere seek 
to co-ordinate repressive anti-demo- 
cratic measures aginst mounting re- 
sistance of the working class and 
labour movements to their economic 
policies. 

If republicans are extradited by the 
southern ruling class the workers 
movement in Ireland will have 
forged another manacle chaining it- 
self to its exploiter. The Republican 
Movement remains in the forefront 
of the struggle against British impe- 
rialism. Whatever major criticism of 


It is now just two years 
since the Defend the Clinics 
Campaign was formed anda 


|! year has passed since the 


Hamilton Judgement was 
delivered in the courts. The 
ruthless determination of 
the Catholic Church and its 
allies in the state to ram their 
pro-capitalist morality 
down our throats has ledtoa 


| situation where it is now a 
criminal offence to seek in- 


formation on abortion refer- 


Irish women are still travelling to 
Britain for abortions. Only this time 
round, they do so without the benefit 
of any advice, support or counseling. 
The Hamilton court ruling will not 
decrease the number of women ob- 
taining abortions. It will, on the other 
hand, savagely increase the hardship 


/and tragic circumstances under 


which many seek them. 

Given this appalling legal situ- 
ation, what has been happening? 
Campaign numbers have dropped 


| considerably since the last confer- 









ence in March. Atthat conference the 
campaign organizers refused abso- 
lutely to take up the idea of a cam- 
paign with political slogans and 
goals. They argued instead for an in- 
formation and awareness campaign 
and for setting up an underground 


| counseling network. 


Asaresult of this, all of the public ac- 


| tivity organised was confined to 


small scale local events to dissemi- 
nate information. In practice, this 


| robbed the campaign of a political 


focus. The organizers sensed no pur- 
pose in holding the kind of rallies, 


| demos or political meetings that 


could begin to pull in the women, 
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its politics and methods socialists 
and workers may rightly have, its 
militants must be defended against 
the schemes of the class enemy in 
Britain and Ireland to remove the 
right of asylum. 

Militants in Sinn Fein and espe- 
cially members of its trade union de- 
partment and the extradition com- 
mittees it presently dominates, must 
fight now to commit Sinn Fein to the 
perspective of mobilising workers as 
the key - while not holding back for 
Sinn Fein leaders to act. 

They must connect this with the 
demand on Sinn Fein to convene a 
national conference in order to build 
in this way. The goal must be a mass 
working class led struggle against 
extradition. 





workers and student supporters that 
the campaign so desperately needs. 
No such meetings have taken place 
in Dublin, for example. One public 
meeting was held in Galway and the 
Cork group were active locally. But 
the campaign had no national per- 
spective. Nor did the campaign or- 
ganise to convene a conference of 
trade union activists to take up the is- 
sues, as promised at the conference. 

The IWG argued at the March con- 
ference for building a fight to repeal 
the 8th Amendment. This is the legal 
basis for the High Court decision. In 
the absence of repeal it is hard to 
imagine how any set-backs can be 
reversed. 





Defiance, Defence, Repeal 





IWG argued for defiance of the rul- 
ing and active defence of anyone vic- 
timized by it around a fighting slogan 
of ‘Defiance, Defence and Repeal’. 
We were told that these goals were 
unwinnable. For the campaign lead- 
ers the time would never be right for 
taking up such aims. They preferred 
instead to ignore all the legal and po- 
litical realities. 

A national conference of activists 
is planned for Saturday 10th Octo- 
ber in Dublin. Every militant 
should attend!. 

It must become a rallying point for 
bringing people back into the cam- 


Sinn Féin revealed recently in An 


| Phoblacht that it had expressed a 
| reservation in its support for the 


Clinics Campaign. In fact it 
declared in a letter to the DCC 


available to women ! 
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This can be the first step to- 
wards uniting the many scattered and 
impotent “campaigns” now afoot - 
section 31, strip searching, plastic 
bullets. In the labour movement mili- 
tants must fight to commit their un- 
ion leaders to mobilise and to defend 
democratic rights and oppose extra- 
dition, on the basis of workers’ ac- 
tion. 

One focus of this must be a fight at 
the Labour Party conference and 
afterwards to commit the Labour 
Party to actively support all actions 
against extradition. Such demands 
must also be posed on the Workers’ 
party - force them to fight for this 
vital democratic right and let them be 
exposed along with Spring & Co. as 
an enemy within our class if they 
shirk this battle. & 


iIld Clinics 


Fight! 


paign. It will be necessary to recog- 
nize past mistakes and to build for the 
future. This cannot be done as was 
the case last March, when the cam- 
paign leaders secured approval for a 
hotch-potch of activities (rallies, 
meetings, street theatre etc.) without 
any central political objective. 
People left the campaign not because | 
they were indifferent but because | 
such a shopping basket of every and 
any unfocused activity could not in- 
volve them in real campaign action | 
in the unions, among workers or stu- 
dents. 

A campaign counseling network 
with trained counsellors and perma- 
nent phone line is likely to be setup in 
the next few weeks The issue of defi- 
ance and defence therefore will have 
to be taken up seriously again. 

The clinics’ appeal against the Ham- 
ilton Judgement will be heard in the 
courts at the end of the year. This can 
serve as another focus-point around 
which to gather our forces. However, 
no reliance must be placed on resolv- 
ing our problems through recourse to 
the bourgeois courts as is 
evidenced by thegay rights case 
which has been in process for years 
and which has failed in all the Irish 
courts. 


that it would contravene Sinn 
Féin policy to sign the campaign 
declaration of willingness to 
make abortion information 





















ongress 86 is a recent 
C journal belatedly pub- 
lished by former sup- 
porters of the Republican 
Movement. It draws inspiration 
from a group With roots in the 
Six County prisons, the Republi- 
can Communist League. | 
The journal expresses disil- 
lusion with the Adams 
leadership's belief that “labour 
must wait” until after the stage 
of national unity and independ- 
ence. The journal’s supporters, 
in breaking with Sinn Fein, have 
turned in the direction of revo- 
lutionary Marxism and show a 


healthy openness towards seri- 
ous, frank and fraternal debate 
and socialist regroupment. 
Their position is most 
sharply expressed in criticisms 
of Gerry Adams’ book“The 
Politics of Irish Freedom” in 
which he rejects the idea of so- 
cialist republicanism in the 
present ‘stage’ of the Irish revo- 
lution. Congress ’86 writes: 
“That time has come when the 
unhappy marriage between re- 
publican and revolutionary 
socialists must be terminated.” 
Congress *86 contains an ar- 
ticle emphasizing the centrality 
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of a “vanguard party” and the 
need to build it systematically 
with theory as its bed-rock. As 
Trotskyists, we can only agree 
with this aim. However, theory 
is not a “timeless logic” as 
stated. 

For revolutionary socialists, 
theory must be made concrete 
for the present period in a prin- 
cipled strategy, and in tactics 
which flow from that strategy. 
The real test for supporters of 
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Congress ’86 is how to tackle the 
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concrete political questions of 
class struggle in imperialized 
Ireland. Just one such question 
is the “united front against im- 
perialism”. 

Congress ’86 calls for the re- 
founding of the Republican Con- 
gress of 1934. They say that it 
was not in “its conception” but 
in “its execution” that the ‘34 
Congress failed. But the Repub- 
lican Congress was never clear 





on whether it was to be a party 
or a’mass front of different-so- 
cial forces and parties. Peadar 
O’Donnell stood for the position 
that Labour must wait until 
after national independence; 
whereas Roddy Connolly ab- 
stractly preached the Workers’ 
Republic but offered no strat- 
egy and tactics to guide the fight 
for that goal. Thus the Congress 
was far from clear in its “‘con- 
ception”. Is it not the case then 
that the “Congress 86” group is 
just as confused on this key 
question as the Republican 
Congress of 1934? 


We must not be afraid to 
draw the lessons of the Republi- 
can Congress honestly. If the 
comrades of Congress ’86 are to 
really engage in building a van- 
guard party of the Leninist kind 
they must critically confront the 
only political tradition that 
continued to defend Leninism 
against its destruction at the 
hands of Stalinism internation- 
ally, that is, Trotskyism.. 

The Republican Communists 
of Congress ’86 will find the 
revolutionary communists of 
the IWG fully prepared to take 
up the debate on this terrain 





